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INTRODUCTION 
Broiler raising has developed into a highly specialized industry, 
marked by narrow margins of profit per bird. This does not mean that 
broilers cannot be raised as a small backyard enterprised as a means of 
providing experience and occasionally some profit. However, profit is im­
portant whenever one is considering the production of broilers as a main 
enterprise to yield a considerable portion of the farm income. 
Broilers have been raised in Walker County for six or seven years' 
without any investigation being made as to the economics of their produc­
tion; what practices can be applied in relation to economic gains; and 
what price must a producer receive in order to make a profit from them. 
Volume is essential for proper income, and housing, equipment, and manage­
ment methods must permit one man to care for a large number of birds. 
Broiler raising is not nearly as speculative a venture as it has 
sometimes been represented to be. In fact, for the very large proportion 
of growers who operate under a contract, arrangements with a feed dealer 
or processing plant, the element of risk, in as far as it applies to a 
current crop of broilers, has been removed. 
While prices received vary considerably only rarely does it go be­
low the cash cost level for the efficient producer. Cash cost includes 
feed, fuel, litter and chicks, but does not include labor and overhead. 
The economics of broiler production depend upon efficiency in man­
agement and keeping cash cost down to a minimum where the most economic 
gains may be received. 
It is the intention of the writer to find out what conditions, if 
any, affect the economics of broiler production in Walker County. It is 
hoped that these findings will prove valuable in the production of broilers 
2 
and stimulate further investigation. 
Purpose of the Study 
Since broiler production has developed into a highly specialized 
industry, marked by narrow margins of profit per bird, the writer would 
like to know what, economic practices can broiler producers follow in order 
to receive larger returns from broilers. 
What practices can be applied as related to economic gains in 
broiler production? 
To acquaint broiler growers with techniques and practices that can 
be used to increase production and profit. 
Statement of the Problem 
To determine to a great extent, what economic practices can broiler 
producers perform in order to receive larger returns from broilers. 
Are the practices now used economical and profitable? 
In an attempt to analyze the problem, the writer hopes to assist 
broiler growers in production from an economic standpoint. 
Scope of the Study 
This study is limited to information from twelve broiler producers, 
with respect to economic gains, in Walker County, Texas. It has covered 
the whole broiler industry in the county with respect to producers of both 
races. This study is limited to the year, 1955, as a normal year in broil­
er production and the material is presented on an average basis. 
Method of Securing Data 
The data for this thesis were obtained by personal visitations to 
the producers plants, interviews and questionnaires were executed by the 
writer with the producers giving the information. 
Other information of vital importance was secured from the County 
agricultural agent located in Walker County, Texas by the writer making 
3 
personal visits to those agencies. 
Still other information was secured from commercial feed stores 
located in Walker County, as they were financing and supplying feed for 
a portion of the broiler producers. Most of the material contained here 
in is on the scene information gathered by the writer. 
PART II 
Brief History of Walker County 
Location 
Walker County Is located in Southeast Texas, lying across the 
Trinity and San Jacinto watersheds, with economy depending on lumbering, 
livestock, crops, tourist and other highway and rail traffic, and pay rolls 
of Sam Houston State College and the prison system. 
The county was created from Montgomery County in 184-6.' Named 
for Robert J. Walker, Secretary of the Treasury in president Polk's cab­
inet, A Senator who introduced resolution acknowledging Texas indepen­
dence, but renamed Walker County in 1863 in honor of Captain Samuel H. 
Walker, a Texas Ranger who fell in Mexico. 
The population in 1950 was 20,163. The urban population was 9,820, 
rural population 10,34-3. The number of farms in the county was 1,328. 
Number of farms owners 764., number of tenants, 292. The Anglo-American, 
Native White and Latin American population is 62.0 percent. Negro Ameri­
can 37.1 percent. 
Huntsville is the county seat, one of Texas' older communities with 
many structures and sites of historical interest. The population in 1950 
was 9,820. It was estimated in 1955 to have a population of 10,600. 
Several lumber mills, woodworking plants and a large hospital are 
located in Huntsville. Sam Houston State Teachers College, one of the 
States' oldest institutions is located in Huntsville.1 




Presentation of Data 
Broiler Houses 
Size of Houses 
The writer found the broiler houses in the Walker County area to 
be 20' X 1301. This is the minimum capacity for efficient production to 
hold 3>000 birds. This gives a floor space of 3/4- to 1 square foot per 
bird. Width of less than 20f feet is not considered economical as birds 
have tendency to crowd in narrow houses. As the birds grow older and 
2 
larger they need all the space provided. 
Construction 
Concrete supports were put down 6 inches wide and 18 inches high 
to construct the buildings on. Most houses were built of aluminum with 
side window ventilation along both sides. These windows can be closed 
when high winds or rains come. There is a partition in the center of the 
house for storage of feed and equipment. Some growers partition each end 
into three sections to keep a reasonable number of birds around the stove 
during winter months. This partition helps to keep out drafts. 
The aluminum constructed house keeps birds cooler during summer 
months. More than 3/4 of the broiler houses are built of aluminum. 
The 18 inch concrete base foundation is constructed to hold the 
litter so that it can be built up after each house of chickens or removed 
out of the house altogether. 
2 
Texas Agricultural Extension Bulletin No. 204., Broiler Production, 
College Station, Texas. 




All houses were of the gable type ends and built with 8 foot doors 
for entrance of manure spreaders to clean houses out when desired or needed. 
Automatic waterers were located down the side of the building about 
A to 6 feet from the wall, allowing for passage between. There were six 
automatic waterers in each end of the broiler houses. Feed troughs were 
distributed on all sides of the houses and in the center between brooders. 
Six, 500 capacity brooders were in the broiler houses with pullies 
and cords to raise them after chicks no longer needed heat. 
The cost of the houses average $2,400 without equipment, just the 
house alone. House fully equipped cost around $3,215.00 for a 3,000 capa­
city 20' X 130 feet. Table I shows the average amount invested in broiler 
houses and equipment. 
The number of broilers were reduced to 2600-2800 during summer 
months to allow more floor space to prevent crowded conditions. 
Lit ter Kana gement: 
Four inches of saw mill shavings were put in the broiler houses 
for litter to absorb dropping and keep the floors dry. Saw dust has been 
used, but shavings have proven better. 
The litter were placed in the house before the chickens arrived 
and evenly distributed over the floor. The first four inches litter will 
serve a house of chickens for 9 weeks or more under fairly dry conditions. 
Built up litter is placed in the house after a batch of chickens is sold 
at times to cut down on labor cost of cleaning the litter out. 
Some producers practice stirring the litter once or twice a t^eek 
to help keep the house dry. 
Hoffman in his observation and study found that stirring the litter 
actually has increased the severity of cocoidiosis under the conditions 
found in the average broiler house. 
7 
When the litter is not stirred it will "cake over" by the time the 
broilers are 6 to 8 weeks old, depending on the season of the year. For 
the rest of the growing period, the broilers actually are living on caked 
manure. This appears to be an extremely filthy practice and one would 
think that losses from disease would increase, but the fact of the situa­
tion is that good broilers consistently are produced either because of or 
4 in spite of the "caking over." 
Broiler growers in Walker County put or sprinkle phosphate over 
the litter to help keep it dry. A 100 pound sack will serve for a 3000 
capacity house under normal conditions for 9 weeks. More phosphate is 
added if moisture conditions persist. 
Hoffman and Johnson, Successful Broiler Growing. (Mount Morris, 
Illinois: Watt Publishing Company, 194.6). 
Table I. Capital Invested in Broiler Equipment 
and Houses in Walker County, Texas 
Items 
i 














Misc ellaneous i 115.00 
Total , $3,215.00 
Table I shows the amount of capital invested in broiler equipment 
in Walker County. Capital needed will vary with size of the enterprise, 
although not always in proportion to the number of birds grown. Capital 
invested varies over different parts of the country due to climatical con­
ditions . 
Table II. "Average Capital Invested in Broiler 
Production in Arkansas 
Items i Average per 3500 chicks 
Broiler house $1,783.00 
Brooder stove , 626.50 
Feeding equipment ! 231.00 
Drinking equipment i 217.00 
Mis cellaneous J 66.50 
Total 1 $2,924.00 
! 
-From Arkansas Bulletin 412. 
9 
Table II shows comparative investment in broiler production in 
Arkansas. Houses are more cheaply constructed, but the brooder stove in­
vestment is mere, compared to the study made by the writer for Walker 
County, Texas. Less money is invested in broiler equipment in Arkansas 
than is invested in Texas, due to variation of prices, kinds of materials 
used for buildings, and seasonal change of the climates. 
Table III. '"Average Distribution of 
Capital in Maryland 






-Maryland Bulletin 410. 
Table III shows investment in broilers in Maryland. House and 
stove cost exceeds those found, in Arkansas and Texas. Kinds of materials 
used, types of stoves and variation in parts of the country have a great 
deal to do with amounts invested in broiler production. 
Broiler house 
Brooder stove 




FINANCING BROILER GROWERS 
The writer, observed through investigation, that- broiler growers 
were financed by local banks and local feed dealers. Some growers borrowed 
direct from the bank, while others borrowed from the bank, but through the 
feed dealer who, in turn, loaned money to broiler growers. 
Growers using bank credit were more diversified farmers who were 
not depending only on broilers for their incomes or growers who had non-
farm income. Their assets were quite large, and their annual broiler pro­
duction was well above average, especially when compared, with growers be­
ing financed by feed dealers. The banks were fearful of lending funds 
secured by broilers only. The growers with strong credit ratings and large 
assets were good risks for anyone. 
Security Required for Loan 
Lenders preferred livestock, machinery or real estate as security. 
Broiler growers who did not have large assets, and of the right kind, did 
not stand much of a chance to borrow form the banks and must go to the feed 
dealer.^ 
Growers who borrowed from banks for feed and chicks paid interest 
of from 5.5 to 6.5%. The rate of interest paid feed dealers for exceeds 
this, but the feed dealers sometimes absorb some of the losses. Feed 
dealers performed a number of services the cost of which was included in 
the prices charged. 
An instance cited, that banks loaned money to feed dealers and, 
in turn, let the feed dealer lend to growers. 
First. National Bank of Huntsville, Huntsville, Texas. 
10 
11 
The writers interpretation of this is that banks can loan large 
amounts of money to the dealer at less cost. 
The bank can lend this money with both dealer and grower standing 
behind the loan which gives the banker more place of mind. The bank knows 
the feed dealer will look after the loan and the grower and the banker would 
not have to service the loans. 
Banks which lend direct to broiler groi-rers cannot share in the profit 
when it is made, and do not stand to lose when losses happen to a grower. 
The banker feels like, he is secured by large assets. One instance was cited 
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PART V 
DISEASE PREVENTION AND MORTALITY 
Broiler producers report having been attacked by various diseases 
many times since going into the business. 
The data show that coccidiosis was the most prevelent disease, 
with Bronchitis second, causing mortality in their houses. One grower put 
a group of baby chicks in the house before cleaning and disinfecting it 
after a batch of chickens was sold. 
This he determined was the cause of a severe attack of coccidiosis. 
This grower reports a 20 percent loss from his flock of birds. 
All producers report some methods of disease control. After birds 
are sold the houses are cleaned from tops to sides of walls. Then sprayed 
with a disinfectant of creosote dip and DDI mixture. 
After birds are sold, the houses are allowed to air out for 10 days 
to two weeks before restocking the house. 
Sulfur drugs were put in chicks drinking water to help birds build 
up their immunity against diseases. 
All growers report having been aided by their feed dealers for de­
termining and helping them control diseases in their broiler houses. The 
feed dealer is interested in keeping the birds alive in order to continue 
eating his feed, therefore, adding money in his pocket. All birds were 
vaccinated from 7 days to 7 weeks against new castle diseases. This was 




RELATION OF AGE TO AVERAGE WEEKLY MORTALITY 
Age in Weeks 
16 
GRAPH II 
THE EFFECT OF SEASON ON MORTALITY 
Graph I shews that the mortality rate of broiler chicks increases 
up to the first 2 or 3 weeks as the weakest birds are lost out of the flock. 
There was a decrease in mortality down to the fourth week as the stronger 
birds had built up resistance and were able to survive attacks from diseases. 
Unsanitary conditions prevailed during the last part of the fourth 
week, A severe case of coceidiosis attacked the birds .and there was a loss 
of 24- percent. The sixth and seventh weeks are when coceidiosis attacks 
just a short while before the birds are ready for the market. Losses of 
this nature cut down on the growers profits. 
It has been observed that broilers begun in October, November, De­
cember and January suffer the lowest average mortality and are grown out 
in better condition as shown in graph II, This is because birds started 
in tnese months tend to mature earlier than birds started in other seasons 
17 
of the year. 
The highest mortality range is from May to August, at which time 
hot weather prevails, and diseases are at their highest activity. 
PART VI 
BREEDS AND STRAINS 
Breeds used by broiler producers were of various strains and of 
the heavy varieties that were crossed. The more common breeds found were 
White Rockj New Hampshires, Barred Rock, and crosses, the Indian River 
Cornish game and Columbian. 
White Rocks were found more prevelent in the Walker County area 
along with New Hampshire crosses and Indian River crosses. 
The writer noted that birds with white feathers brought a higher 
price per pound on the market. This was said to be due to their rapid 
growth of feathers and body and the ability to convert feed into pounds 
of meat rapidly. The writer was told also, that the white feathered birds 
dressed out better on the market. 
Consumers seem to prefer i^hite feathered birds, as the pin feathers 
do not show on dressed birds, as they would show on colored feathered birds. 
The writer was told that there were times when one producer would 
have to take a house of birds he did not order because the producer who 
previously ordered the birds had not sold his house because of poor quality 
chicks. Chicks that were slow feathering and under weight for market pro­
cessing. These chicks were not his choice but took them because his house 
was empty. Breeds are a matter of choice and may differ from one section 
of the country to another, according to consumer demands for dressed birds.^ 
Hays, F. A., and Klein, G. T,, Poultry Breeding Applied, (Mount 
Morris, Illinois: Watts Publishing Company, 1943). p. 160. 
18 
19 
Table IV. -Comparison of Silver Oklabar—New Hampshire Crosses 
with Pure Bred New Hampshires and Silver Oklabars 




10 wk. of 
age (lb.) 
Lb. Feed 













New Hampshire X 





New Hampshires 1000 2.87 3.24 
i 
1 2.1 
-Oklahoma, College of Agriculture, Stillwater, Bulletin No. 43-
The Oklahoma College of Agriculture conducted an experiment on 
crosses with the New Hampshire and Silver Oklabars. The first name 
7 represents the male birds used and second name is female cross used. 
This was a comparison of crosses to pure-bred birds. By cross­
ing the Silver-Oklabars male to the New Hampshire female there is a heavier 
average weight at 10 weeks of age, 3.05. Less feed was consumed to pro­
duce a pound of gain, but there was a high mortality rate. More feed 
was consumed in the crosses of New Hampshire male to Silver Oklabars fe­
male, 3.14, but the mortalit3r dropped to one third of the rate of Silver 
Oklabars male to New Hampshire female. 
The pure bred New Hampshire weighs less, consumes more feed per 




Table V. Average Wholesale Price Farmers Received per Pound of Live 













February 1 23 » 20 
| 
March ' 28 1 26 
April « 30 ' 28 
May ' 27 ' 26 
June t 26 ' 25 
July 1 
| 
28 1 26 
August t 
| 
21 ! 20 
September » 
f 
20 1 19 
October ' 18 1 17 
November 
| 




20 1 18 
i 
t 
The accompanying table very clearly shows that buyers prefer 
breeds with white feathers to other types of birds. The dressed appear­
ance of these birds is somewhat better. The colored bird.s, when dressed, 
tend to show pin feathers on them. More of the white feathered birds 
arriving on the markets more nearly meet customer requirements than dark. 
or colored feathered birds. 
This is perhaps sectional choice according to customs. The white 
cross makes a more economical bird as crosses tend to have the ability to 
convert feed into pounds of meat more readily than straight or pure bred 
chicks. 
The highest prices received was during the months of March and 
April, lowest prices received was for October and November. The highest 
prices seem to be leading up to the Easter season when a lot of people 




PRODUCTION COST OF BROILERS 
Production cost varies from one house to another and with different 
breeds started. Production cost varies with difference in management abil­
ity. 
Feeding Broilers 
Feeding is the most important item involved in raising broilers. 
Feed ranges from 58 to 70 percent of the cost of producing broilers. 
The producers report feeding their birds twice a day when they are old 
enough to eat well; filling the troughs only full enough to keep birds 
from' spilling feed on the floor. One and one-half sacks of commercial feed 
per day was put out for 3000 birds. This is an average figure, of course 
more feed was put out as the birds grew larger. 
One grower reports feeding 22,500 pounds of feed to a house of 
chickens. This means that each bird consumed 7 . 5  lb. of feed on the average. 
High quality commercial feeds contain antibiotics and fat proteins, 
9 
to help chickens fight diseases. The antibiotics helps chickens build up 
resistance to diseases and fats in feed stimulates more growth per pound of 
feed. 
The writer observed from producer reports that it is more profit­
able to purchase high quality feed. The addition in cost price per sack 
will be paid for over and above the low quality feeds. 
West, John W. "Start Broilers to Market at Light Weights," 




Feed Conversion and Growth by Weeks 









Feed to Date 
' lb. lb. 1 
t  
lb. 1 lb. 
7  1  1 . 8  1 . 1  1  
i  
5 . 5  '  
f  
2 . 0  
8  '  2 . 2  1 . 5  '  6 . 2  «  2 . 1 0  
9  •  2 . 5  1 , 6  1  7 . 5  '  2 . 5 0  
1 0  '  3 - 1  1 . 8  '  9 . 0  <  3 . 0  




3 . 3  
This is an average figure taken from the records of broiler 
growers in Walker County. It shows the efficiency of feed conversion and 
the growth of broilers by weeks. These broilers had a good feed efficiency 
of conversion into pounds of meat of an average size marketable bird from 
7 weeks to 9 weeks of age. Over nine weeks there was a decline or stand 
still in growth in comparision to feed consumed. This means that broilers 
will put on added pounds up to a certain weight, and after reaching that 
weight, the feed goes for maintancs and up keep of the birds' body. 
This has a definite bearing on production cost as to time to sell 
for markets. The longer the producers keep their birds the more feed they 
will consume and no added pounds are put on the birds. 
Broiler growers pay .16 a piece for day old birds from the hatchery. 
Inis is at the rate of s?16.00 per hundred. The growers who purchases 3000 
24 
birds have an expense of $4-80.00 for chicks. These birds when shipped to 
producers have some extras of 120 allox^ed for mortality. These birds, 
when ready for market over a 9 week period, consuming 7.5 pounds of feed 
each wil l  have consumed 22,500 pounds of  feed.  This  amount  of  feed a t  5f .  
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The returns per broiler at different weights are shown in the table 
for high feed efficiency. The greatest return per broiler among•efficient 
feed users is at a weight considerable above 3 pounds, both when the price 
is 25 cents and when it is 30 cents a pound, with feed at $5.00 per 100 
pounds. The higher the price for broilers compared with feed, the higher 
the weight at which maximum the return is obtained. 
The writer cited that broilers must be grown steadily and rapidly 
from the time they are started to the time they are marketed. Birds will 
increase their weight up to 9 or 11 weeks average. Every day birds are 
held past this point increases the per pound cost of production. 
Table VIII. Distribution of Broiler Production 
Cost of Walker County Producers 
Items Cost Percent of Total 
Feed $ 1,125.00 66.6 
Baby Chicks 480.00 28.4 
Labor 31.50 1.86 
Marketing 28.00 1.65 
Overhead 25.00 1.53 
Total • $1,689.50 100.04 
PART ¥111 
PROFIT RETURNS FROM BROILERS 
The returns from broiler production, while dependent upon other 
factors, are most dependent upon the price per pound received for the 
finished birds. The writer observed in one case where mortality was as 
high as 50 percent, suffered in the first two or three weeks, still allowed 
the grower to make a net profit on the flock. In another case where the 
birds has had a relatively low mortality to 8 weeks of age and then lost 
10 to 12 percent, there was a net loss because the feed and other items 
already invested in the birds, thus became a complete loss. 
Over a period of a year growers selling their birds alive at the 
farm should average a net profit above all expenses of about $5100.00 per 
thousand chicks started. 
Table IX. Cost and Profit in the Production 
and Marketing of Broilers 
Items Average of All Producers 
Number of producers 12 
Number of Broilers started 144,000 
Percent mortality .15% 
Number Broilers raised 14L.840 
Income: 
Value of Broilers Sold 







Table IX. (Continued) 
Items _____ Average of All Producers 
Cost, Expenses: 






Cost of Baby Chicks 8,510.40 
Total Broiler Cost §67,031.60 
Total Net Profit or Loss 6,680.20 
Average each producer §556.68 
Table IX shows a summary of broiler production in Walker County. 
These figures are averages of all producers in the county. 
There were 12 producers starting with an average of 144,000 baby 
chicks over a year's period. Mortality was 15 percent average of all pro­
ducers' birds. 
Producers sold broilers valued at §72,756.80, plus the value of 
broilers used for home consumption, which was $137.00. This gave them a 
gross income of §73,893.80. 
Their over all expenses and cost of production, transportation 
and cost of baby chicks was a total of $67,031.60, taken from their gross 
total income, gave them $6,680.20 net profit average for all 12 producers. 
Each producer's average receipts were $556.68. Broiler production can be 
profitable for an efficient grower who can keep production cost down to 
its minimum. 
PART IX 
SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS 
The purpose of this study has been to determine what economic 
practices can broiler producers follow in order to receive larger returns 
from broilers. 
To acquaint broiler growers with techniques and practices that 
can be used to increase production and profit. 
The interpretation of the data obtained from the broiler producers 
revealed: that the average producer's house has a capacity of 3000 birds. 
Houses constructed of this size carries an investment of £3,215.00 for house 
and equipment. These houses are financed by local banks and feed dealers, 
who charge interest on money borrowed and real estate as security. 
There were two methods of financing. One direct from bank to 
broiler groi'/er and the other from bank to feed dealer and then in turn 
loaned to broiler grower. All producers used some methods of disease pre­
vention. Houses were cleaned and sprayed after each house of chickens was 
sold in most cases litters were built up or taken out and all new litter 
put in. Mortality was high as to season, from May to August, due to high 
temperatures. 
Most producers preferred growing light colored feathered birds be­
cause of the fraction of a cent higher price received when sold. High 
quality chicks were essential for production and profit. 
Feed was the highest cost item in the production of broilers, 
chickens was second. 
. Profit can be made from broiler production with an efficient manage­
ment program. 
It should be the aim of all producers to keep production cost to a 
29 
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minimum in order to realize the greatest amount of profit from broilers. 
Recommendations 
In order for broiler growers in Walker County to realize maximum 
profits from their efforts, I recommend that they join together and form 
a cooporation where they can process dressed, birds to sell locally and else­
where. 
I further recommend that they become efficient to the point where 
they can finance their own feed and chicks. That they, purchase high qual­
ity feed and chicks and practice sound sanitation measures to keep mortal­
ity down. 
A cooperative processing plant, for preparing and selling dressed 
birds, will allow the growers to receive full benefits for their finished 
products. 
QUESTIONNAIRE 
1. Farm of Community 
2. Date , County 
3. Post Office 
4. Rural Route No , 
5. Mies from school 
6. Distance of farm from shipping point?____ 
7. Number in family Ages 8-14 Number in school 
number out of school? Total number in family? 
8. Does any members of family work on public jobs? Does any 
work on professional job? , If so, who, Wife , 
Children Husband ? 
9. Do you own your own farm? Rent or lease from other? 
10. Numbers of acres in farm? If renting or leasing, for 
how many years lease? 
11. What is the size and. capacity of your broiler house? 
12. Estimated cost of broiler house? ______ __ 
13- How much capital is invested? 
14. Equipment cost? • 
15. What water facilities do you have? Pump, electric, open well, spring, 
or cistren? 
lo. Do you have automatic waterers in your broiler house?_ 
17. What type of heating equipment is used in your broiler house? 
Gas, oil or electricity? 
18. How many pounds or sacks of feed fed to produce a house of broilers? 
31 
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19- Price per pound, or sack of feed? $ . 
20. Number of chicks purchased? 
21. Price per chick paid? 
22. Do you have any mardeting cost? If so, how much per 
house? 
What is your labor expenses How much fuel and light ex­
penses ?_____ 
23. Did you make a profit on your chickens? On all houses sold? 
24. What way is your broiler house financed? Local banks, 
Local feed dealers, Pay cash Or other means? 
25. If financed by bank, what percent interest do you pay? 
If by feed dealer, 'What arrangements do you make with him? 
26. Are you bothered with diseases in your house? 
What types are most prevelent 
27. What ages is the highest deaths or mortality? 
28. Do seasons of the year have any effect on loss of chickens? 
29. What seasons are diseases most prevelent? 
30. What breeds are used the most? White Rock, Plymouth Rock 
New Hampshire, Cornish cross 
Indian River Or Others 
31. Do you find any difference in gro\vrth of different breeds you have 
raised? If so, What do you think was the cause? 
32. Do all the breeds you have.used consume the same amount of feed? 
What breeds consume the most feed 
33 
as compared to pounds of meat sold?_ 
33. Have you ever bought low quality chicks at a cheap price thinking 
from that house of chickens? 
34. What ages are you chickens when sold,*? 
35. Are they picked up at the farm plant by dealer truck? 
What price is charged for transportation? _ 
36. Do you market your birds youself'? 
37. What is the average prices per pound you have received? 
38. Did you make a profit? Have you ever suffered a loss? 
you were getting a bargain? What results did you get 
To what extent? 
39. Was loss due to quality of chicks? Your 
management? Quality of feed?_ 
Or other reasons? (state which) 
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